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Abdul Bari Saheb writes to me saying that he has never contemp-
lated, approved of or incited to violence after he entered into ^e
national compact to observe the strictest non-violence in connection
with the movement of non-co-operation. He says that he has both
preached and practised it fully and conscientiously. The unregis-
tered Independent says:
Maulana Abdul Bari writing in the daily Hamdam contradicts the
statement made by Sir William Vincent in the course of the Censure
Debate that he (the Maulana) was a votary of violence. He denies having
made any speech during the last four months. In his latest written
address read before a meeting of the Muslims, he strongly advocated
non-violent non-co-operation as the only means open to the Indian
Muslims for the redress of the Khilafat wrong. He has not lost hope,
he says, in the non-violent Congress and Khilafat programme in the
end forcing the hands of the British Government to redress the Khilafat
and Punjab wrongs and enabling India to remain as a free partner of
the British Commonwealth of self-governing nations.
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru writes as follows about the charge
brought against him:
Sir Ludovic Porter, Finance Member of the Government of the
United Provinces, is reported to have made the following remarks in his
speech delivered in the U.P. Council on the 23rd January:
"I allude to Mr. Jawaharlal Nehru. His final effort was a speech
somewhere in the west of the Provinces in which he quoted word by word
the sedition section, i.e., the promotion of disaffection against the Govern-
ment as by law established, and the section which deals with promoting
hatred between classes of His Majesty's subjects, and he said that the object
of his life was to carry out this promotion of sedition and disaffection."
This is incorrect. On no occasion and in no speech have I quoted
the sedition section or any other section of the Penal Code word by word
or in any other manner. I do not carry about a copy of the Indian Penal
Code with me and I have not thought it worth while to learn any of its
sections by heart. What I have stated, however, on more than one occa-
sion is that I considered it my business, as it was the business of every
Indian, to promote disaffection against the present system of government in
India. And I was thus continually sinning against Section 124 A of the
Indian Penal Code. I have never, I trust, said anything which might lead
people to think that I desire to promote "hatred between different classes
of His Majesty's subjects". I have endeavoured to the best of my ability,
whenever an occasion offered itself, to do the very reverse of this. And
indeed if it were otherwise I would be a bad non-co-operator and utterly
unworthy of being a humble follower of the great leader whose mission